COMPARISON OF DELIVERY SYSTEMS - ALL FIGURES BASED ON SFY |
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oL Q2 o | o4 oL Q2 Q3 Q4 QL Q2 o [ o oL Q2 Q3 Q4| Average | Average | Average | Average|  Diff %DIff | Diff | %Diff | Diff | %Diift | Dift | oDitt | Dt | oebit | ot [ oDift
PHYSICIAN COUNT* | |
FFS 47 55! 58 59 54 59! 55 57| 54 56 58! 58 59! 62 53 55| 55 56! 57| 57| -2| -3.4% 2 2.7%| 1 1.8% 0, 0.4%| -3] -5.2% 1 1.3%
HO 62 59 57 50 82 58 54 54 47 45 46 46 45 42 34 35, 57 62 46 39 4 8.0% 5 8.8%| -8| -14.8% -16| -25.8%| -11| -24.6% -7| -15.4%|
UMP 43 32! 33! 32 34 32 32 29| 31 30 27 29J 29 28 29 30, 35 32 29| 29| -3] -9.4% -3| -9.3% 0| 0.0% -3 -7.9% 1] 34% 0| -0.9%|
PEBB 53 50 46 56 52 49 54 50] 48 47 41 41 43 42 27 30 51 51 44 35 -6| -10.7%| 0 0.0%| -9| -18.0% -7| -13.7%] -11| -26.8%) -9| -20.0%]
CLIENT COUNT
FFS 4,193| 4,346 4,136 4,036| 4,068 4,187 4,192 4,178| 4,291 3,887, 3,906 3,810] 3,815 3,883 3,893| 3,838 4,178| 4,156| 3,974 3,857 142 3.5% -21]  -0.5%) -368| -8.8% -183| -4.4%) 28] 0.7% -116| -2.9%)
HO 5,917 5,838 6,010 6,004 6,027, 6,012 6,094/ 6,081} 5,997 5,987 6,154/ 6,126| 5,995 5,765, 5,657| 5,509 5,942 6,053 6,066] 5,732 76 1.3% 111 1.9% 46 0.8% 13! 0.2%| -617| -10.1% -334| -5.5%)
UMP 362 366| 318 330 317 312 313 320 320 331 394 396 393 396 737 719J 344 316, 360 561 -10| -3.0% -29| -8.3%) 76| 23.8% 45| 14.2% 323| 815% 201| 55.7%
PEBB 978, 978 1,006 1,020 1,016 1,015 1,009 997 979 971 902 900 907, 900 555 571 996 1,009 938 733 -23|  -2.3% 14! 1.4% -97| -9.7% -71|  -7.1% -329| -36.5% -205| -21.8%)
RATIO™
FFS 11.2] 12.7 14.0 14.6] 13.3] 14.1 13.1) 13.6] 12.6| 14.4 14.8] 15.2] 155 16.0| 13.6 14.3] 13.1 13.5 14.3] 14.8] -1.0] -6.7% 0.4/ 3.1%) 16| 11.6% 0.7 5.4%| -0.9] -5.9% 0.6! 4.1%|
HO 10.5 10.1 9.5 8.3 13.6 9.6 8.9 5.§| 7.8 7.5 75 7.5] 75 7.3 6.0 6.3 9.6 10.2 7.6 6.8 0.6 6.6% 0.6 6.8%| -1.4| -15.4% -2.7| -26.0%| -1.2| -16.2% -0.8| -10.7%|
UMP 118.8] 87.4 103.8] 97.0 107.3] 102.6] 102.2] QO.Q 96.9 90.6 68.5 73.2) 72.9 71.3 39.4] 417 101.7] 100.7] 82.3 56.3| -6.3] -6.5% -1l 1A% -17.4| -19.2%| -18.4| -182%| -31.5| -43.0%| -26.0| -31.6%|
PEBB 54.2) 51.1 45.7 54.9] 51.2 48.3 53.5 50.2 49.0| 48.4) 45.5 45.6) 47.4 46.3) 48.6) 52.5 51.5) 50.8 47.1 48.7| -4.8| -8.7% -0.7| -1.4% -4.6]  -9.2% -3.7| -7.2% 7.0 15.3% 1.6 3.4%)|
TOP QUARTILE
FFS 68.6%| 76.5%| 72.0% 74.2%)| 72.1%| 70.2%| 65.1%| 67.0%| 65.7%| 65.2% 66.7%| 69.4%| 68.2%| 67.9%| 69.4% 67.0%' 72.8%| 68.6%| 66.8%| 68.1% -7.2%| -9.7%| -4.2%| -5.8% 2.4% 3.6%| -1.8%| -2.7%| -2.3%| -3.4%) 1.4% 2.1%|
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Comparison of Ratios * COUNT is the unduplicated count of physicians andor clients.
* RATIO is the number of active physicians per 1000 clients.
120 \ -+ TOP QUARTILE is the percent of client visits provided by the top 25% of the most active physicians.
A A~
100 \\{/// ~
80
[}
E o0 + *
S LS Lt
i o TR R R + \*"
40 —a
20
0

2001

2002

2003




	Okanogan

